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Alice Lee West Movius 


Chairman of the Massachusetts State Branch of the National Woman's Party. 
Mrs. Movius is a woman of outstanding ability, and under her leadership it is 
anticipated that the Massachusetts Branch will make rapid progress. Since 
her election several important meetings have been held by the organization. 
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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN’S PARTY 


The object of this organization shall be 

to secure for women complete equality 

with men under the law and in all human 
relationships. 


THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 
“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 
throughout the United States and every 


place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce 


this article by appropriate legislation.” 


[Senate Joint Resolution Number 52] 
{House Joint Resolution No. 55] 


Introduced in the Senate June 4, 1920, 
by GeraLp P. North Dakota. 
Introduced in the House Apri] 25, 1929, 
by REPRESENTATIVE Faeperick W. MaGrapDy 
Pennsylvania. 


Elizabeth Selden Rogers, N.Y. 


Equal Rights 


The Land of Promise 


NYTHING that Dr. James Brown Scott, president of the American 
Society of International Law, says on the subject of women’s nation- 
ality is certain to be of interest to the readers of Equat Rieuts. Dr. 

Scott has made so profound a study of international law, particularly in rela- 

tion to women’s nationality, that he speaks with the voice of authority and 

with the impartiality of absolute justice. 

It is therefore with especial pleasure that we present to our readers the 
following excerpts from an address by Dr. Scott presented before the twenty- 
fourth annual meeting of the American Society of International Law, held in 
Washington, D. C., on April 24. Dr. Scott said: 

“In my personal capacity I beg to state that IJ am supremely happy at 
the attitude of the delegates of the United States in respect to the burning 
question of nationality. I rejoice that they were not a party to the incorpora- 
tion of inequality in the first international statute on the subject. I am more 
than rejoiced; I am filled with an exceeding great joy, that the delegation of 
the United States did not sign the convention on nationality, and that it has 
advised the Government of the United States not to affix its signature at a 
later date. 

“With this action on behalf of the Government of the United States of 
America, as expressed through its delegation at the first of The Hague Confer- 
ences for the Codification of International Law, the United States assume the 
moral leadership of the world, and with the refusal of the greatest and noblest 
and most progressive of countries to be a party to inequality in its dealings 


with the least respected of human beings, a new era begins in the history of 


humanity. 


“This may indeed seem to be a trifling matter to those whose roots are 
deeply set in American soil, but at least to those of the first generation the 
traditions of whose forebears have not been liberal, it means much. And as 
one born in this western part of the world, in this atmosphere of liberty and 
equality, I wish in my own personal name—I dare not speak for the members 
present—to congratulate the American delegation and to express again my 
appreciation of the attitude of the Government in this matter. 

“These United States of America are still the hope of liberty, and this 
country of ours is still the land of promise.” 

We rejoice with Dr. Scott because, in the first place, we are United States 
citizens, and it warms our hearts to have our own country respond to the 
call of justice. In the second place, we rejoice because as Dr. Scott says the 
United States is the land of promise. What one country has accomplished 
other countries can also do, for humanity is, after all, more or less the same, 
regardless of customs and national boundaries. 


A Woman's Domicile 


ANY people feel that the question of a wife’s domicile is merely a 
MI matter of technical interest and they are astonished at women’s taking 
the trouble inevitably entailed in the attempt to establish the wife’s 

right to an independent domicile of her own. 

“What does it matter,” they say, “what is a woman’s legal domicile? She 
can live where she likes under existing law, so why bother to change?” 

These people may be interested in a recent case where the wife’s legal 
domicile affected not only her own marital status, but that of her husband also. 

Apropos of Lady Mary Heath’s divorce in Reno, it is not generally known 
that English courts do not ordinarily recognize a divorce granted abroad to 
persons domiciled in England, particularly when it is granted on grounds 
which would be considered insufficient in England. 

As the wife takes her husband’s domicile and Sir James Heath is domi- 
ciled in England, lawyers say that Lady Heath’s divorce in Nevada is 
ineffective here and neither she nor Sir James will be entitled to marry again 
in England. 

The confusion of the wife’s identity with that of her husband is becoming 
increasingly inconvenient for both the man and the woman. Modern condi- 
tions require modern laws, and it is altogether out of date to domicile a wife 
with her husband regardless of her dwelling place on the planet. A person’s 
domicile is obviously enough the place where any particular man or woman 
is actually living, and the law expresses a falsehood and not a fact when it 
ordains otherwise. 

This one instance alone should be enough to convince any sensible man or 


woman of the necessity for giving to women, regardless of marriage, the 
important right of separate legal domicile. 
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Cable Amendment Before Senate 


numerous extraneous amendments, 

the Cable amendment removing one 
discrimination against women in na- 
tionality laws of the United States, is 
now on the Senate calendar, with action 
expected any day. 

Two of the amendments are excellent 
and would remove discriminations against 
women in the laws. The others have noth- 
ing to do with the nationality of married 
women, which is the title of the bill. 

One of the amendments provides that 
a child born outside the United States of 
alien parents shall be deemed a citizen 
of the United States legally at the time 
of the mother’s naturalization. At pres- 
ent, only the child of a naturalized father 
is granted citizenship. 

Another provides for amending the im- 
migration laws to admit the husband of 
a citizen of the United States without 
regard to the immigration quota of his 
country. The law now permits non-quota 
admission for the wife of a United States 
citizen. 


P, numer ED but not to be defeated by 


The Cable amendment, as it passed the 
House of Representatives, removes the 
presumption that an American woman 
married to an alien who lives in her hus- 
band’s country two years or in another 
foreign country five years loses her citi- 
zenship. It also facilitates the repa- 
ration of an American woman who lost 
ber citizenship by marriage to an alien 
prior to September 22, 1922, when the 
original Cable act went into effect. 

Representative John L. Cable of Ohio 
introduced the measure. 

When the bill was reached on the Sen- 
ate calendar on May 8, it was passed over 
by request of Senator Arthur R. Gould of 
Maine, chairman of the Senate Committee 
on Immigration, which reported the bill 
with its amendments. 

Senator Clarence C. Dill of Washington 
asked some questions about it which the 
Maine Senator said he was unable to 
answer at the time. Senator Dill said he 
would not oppose the bill but wanted to 
see if it covered certain points in which 


Foreign Affairs Committee for 


2 HE House of Representatives Com- 


mittee on Foreign Affairs made a 
unanimous, favorable report on the 
Fish resolution favoring absolute equality 
in nationality laws, following a hearing 
which was held on May 6. 
The resolution, introduced by Represen- 
tative Hamilton Fish, Jr., of New York, 
a member of the committee, is as follows: 


“Resolved by the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the Congress of the 
United States of America expresses 
its approval of the action of the 
United States delegation at The 
Hague Conference of 1930 on the 
Codification of International Law in 
voting against the ‘Convention on 
certain questions relating to the con- 
flict of nationality laws.’ 

“Resolved further, That it is here- 
by declared to be the policy of the 
United States of America that there 
Should be absolute equality for both 
sexes in nationality and that in the 
treaties, law, and practice of the 
United States relating to nationality 
there should be no distinction based 
on Sex.“ 


The committee voted its favorable re- 
port on May 8 and the report was filed by 
Representative Fish on May 10. The com- 
plete report will be published subsequent- 
ly in Eo. Rieuts. The resolution was 


placed on the “unanimous consent” calen- 
dar of the House of Representatives, and 
its early passage is expected. 

It will then go to the Senate and will 
be referred to the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations, many members of 
which, including Chairman William E. 
Borah, gave out statements during the 
conference at The Hague, saying that they 
favor complete equality in nationality 
laws and that they would oppose any in- 
ternational agreement setting up a na- 
tionality code that establishes inequality 
between the sexes. 

Representative Henry W. Temple of 
Pennsylvania presided at the hearing in 
the absence of Representative Stephen G. 
Porter, chairman of the committee. Rep- 
resentative Fish made a brief statement 
of the purposes of the hearing and intro- 
duced the speakers. 

David Hunt Miller, chief of the 
United States delegation at The Hague 
Conference, from which he had just re- 
turned, outlined the attitude of the dele- 
gation on the nationality treaty and ex- 
plained in detail the action which he and 
his associates took. He read the speech 
made by Ruth B. Shipley, which recom- 
mended that the governments represented 
should study the principle “that in their 
law and practice relating to nationality, 
there shall be do distinction based on sex, 
and that they should take into particular 
consideration the interest of children in- 
volved in the application of that prin- 
ciple.” 


he is interested and wanted to look into 


the amendments. 


Senator Gould said in response to 
Senator Dill’s question: 

“The bill came to us from the House 
and I was asked to present it. I do so 
by request. I do not propose to under- 
take to explain every detail of the bill, 
because I might start something here that 
would take as long as the Judge Parker 
matter to settle, and perhaps longer, be- 
cause in that case we had a mere man to 
deal with and this is a woman case. 
(Laughter.) If the Senator desires, the 
bill may be passed over for the time being 
and it can be explained a little later.” 

Senator Royal S. Copeland of New 
York was later placed in charge of the 
bill, and pledged himself to support 
elimination of the amendments if they 
threatened to defeat the original Cable 
measure. | 

Mrs. Max Rotter of Wisconsin is con- 
tinuing her valiant work in behalf of this 
measure and likewise of the speedy adop- 
tion of the Fish resolution. 


Equal Rights 


This recommendation was adopted by 
the conference, but did not interfere with 
its adoption of four articles dealing with 
the nationality of married women con- 
taining distinctions based on sex and four 
others relating to the nationality of chil- 
dren, which contain distinctions based on 
sex by implication. 

The United States delegation voted 
against this code and refused to sign it, 
with forty nations voting for it, but sev- 
eral of these refusing to sign it after- 
wards. 

After Mr. Miller had talked for some 
time about the question of the “right of 
expatriation,” a right which the United 
States maintains, and about other aspects 
of nationality not concerned with the 
question of inequalities between the sexes 
in nationality laws and agreements, Rep- 
resentative J. Charles Linthicum of Mary- 
land demanded to know about the sex 
equality in nationality, since that was the 
question involved in the resolution before 
the committee. Soon afterwards Mr. 
Miller reached this question, and stated 
that the United States delegation found 
acceptable the National Woman’s Party 
proposals as to equality in nationality 
laws as between married women and men, 
but did not find acceptable the Woman’s 
Party proposals of equality in nationality 
laws as between mothers and fathers— 
that is, the right of the mother to trans- 
mit her nationality to her child in the 
Same way a father does. This question 
applies, as far as the United States is 


115 

„— — 

| 


116 


concerned, particularly to the child born 
abroad of an American wife and an alien 
husband. Such a child does not obtain 
United States nationality under the laws 
of this country, but the child born abroad 
‘of an American father and an alien 
mother is considered an American citizen. 
The same question is involved in the trans- 
mission of United States nationality, ac- 
quired by naturalization, to a child. 

On this point Representative Sol Bloom 
of New York asked why the United States 
differentiates between the father and the 
mother in such cases, and Mr. Miller told 
him that it is merely the law of the coun- 
try, made by Congress, and susceptible to 
change only by Congress. 

“Why not equalize the law?” Repre- 
sentative Bloom asked. “If we are here 
to get sex equality, why not get it? Why 
not protect the children of American 
mothers as well as the children of Ameri- 
can fathers?” 

Representative Linthicum, on hearing 
the nationality treaty proposed by the 
Inter-American Commission of Women, 
asked Mr. Miller why this code could not 
have been adopted at the International 
Conference on the Codification of Inter- 
national Law at The Hague, and Mr. 
Miller replied that the majority of the 
other delegates were against it and that 
there was never the slightest chance of 
its being adopted. It was before the con- 
ference in a resolution introduced by the 
delegation from Chile. 

The various countries, Mr. Miller ex- 
plained, have until December 31 to sign 
the code adopted there. This is the rea- 
son for seeking definite action by Congress 
opposing an unequal code. 

Representative John L. Cable of Ohio, 
who is continuing his work for full equal- 
ization of the nationality laws of the 
United States, spoke briefly for the resolu- 
tion, saying: 

“T am here to endorse the action of the 
United States delegation at The Hague. 
Their vote against unequal nationality 
rights for women will be of little avail 
unless Congress takes cognizance of their 


action by endorsing it. If we announce 
that it is the opinion of Congress that 
there shall be no distinctions between men 
and women in our treaties and laws re- 
lating to nationality, other countries will 
fall into line. If we don’t take this de- 
cisive action, the other natons who voted 
in favor of sex discriminations in nation- 
ality may go ahead and ratify the treaty 
and so perpetuate this injustice to the 
women of all countries.” 

Representative Cable declared that the 
Fish resolution was in line with the atti- 
tude of the United States on the rights 
of women to independent citizenship, and 
he quoted Chief Justice Hughes’ state- 
ments to this effect when he was Secretary 
of State. 

Dr. James Brown Scott, well known as 
an authority on international law, made 
a brief speech in support of the resolution 
and the principle of equal nationality 
rights. Alice Paul, nationality chairman 
of the Inter-American Commission of 
Women, said, in answer to a question by 
Representative Bloom, that the Fish 
resolution covered the interests of the 
children of the American mother, as the 
present United States laws protect the 
rights of the children of American fathers 
who may be born abroad. 

Miss Paul then spoke, representing the 
Inter-American Commission of Women. 
Women, she said, were very happy be- 
cause of the refusal of the United States 
delegation at The Hague to vote for the 
unequal nationality code. She endorsed 
the Fish resolution and said: 

“T think we could bring representatives 
of every womens’ organization in the coun- 
try to approve this measure. This is the 
one thing on which women all over the 
country are united.” 

This fact was brought out clearly, it 
will be remembered, in the organization 
campaign carried on by Mabel Vernon for 
the National Woman’s Party, which re- 
sulted in sending to the President scores 
of resolutions adopted by all kinds of 
women’s organizations all over the coun- 
try, many of them taking no part as a 


Equal Rights 


rule in political or legislative questions, 
urging the United States to stand for com- 
plete equality at The Hague. 

Among the women’s organizations rep- 
resented were: The National Woman’s 
Party, with a delegation headed by Mrs. 
Harvey W. Wiley, chairman of the Na- 
tional Council, and Mrs. Max Rotter of 
Wisconsin; the National Association of 
Women Lawyers, headed by Pearl McCall, 
assistant United States district attorney, 
and Laura Berrien; and the Inter-Ameri- 
can Commission of Women, headed by 
Miss Paul. 

Among the women present were: Bur- 
nita Shelton Matthews of Mississippi; 
Adelaide Johnson of New York; Mabel 
Van Dyke, Young Women’s Council of the 
National Woman’s Party; Emma Eva 
Skrivanek of Texas, treasurer of the 
Young Women’s Council; Eva Jackson of 
Washington; Gladys B. Middlemiss of 
Washington, D. C.; Maud Younger, Con- 
gressional chairman of the Woman’s 
Party; Harriet Smith of Milwaukee; Nina 
Allender of the District of Columbia; and 
Mrs. Joseph E. Rogers of New York. 

Of the women who had planned to 
speak, only Miss Paul spoke, as Mr. Hun- 


ter's long narrative of the work at The 


Hague took practically all the time 
the committee had. Futhermore, it was 
clear that the committee was convinced 
of the merits of the Fish resolution and 


needed no further argument. 


Representative Cyrenus Cole of Iowa 
tried to bring the hearing to an end by 
proposing, in open session, that the com- 
mittee immediately vote in favor of re- 
porting the Fish resolution. It was 
pointed out by Representative Henry 
Allen Cooper of Wisconsin that such ac- 
tion would not be legal, as it was then 
after 12 o’clock, the House of Representa- 
tives was in session, and the committee 
had not been authorized to sit during ses- 
sions of the House of Representatives. 
For this reason the vote had to be post- 
poned until the next meeting of the com- 
mittee, which was held two days later, 
and then the vote was unanimous. 


Doris Stevens Returns 


Inter-American Commission of 

Women, returned to the United 
States on May 11 from her trip to Europe 
in which she represented the commission 
at the International Conference for the 
Codification of International Law at The 
Hague, working for equality in nation- 
ality agreements. 

A delegation of the New York City Com- 
mittee of the National Woman’s Party, 
headed by Mrs. John Jay White, met 
Miss Stevens at the ship, the S. S. Reli- 


| ) me STEVENS, chairman of the 


ance. 
A tea was given in her honor at the 


Colony Club in New York City on May 12. 
On the following evening she spoke over 
the radio on a nation-wide hook-up, tell- 
ing of the work of women at The Hague 
for an equal nationality treaty. 

She then returned to Washington to 
take up her work at the headquarters of 
the commission, and to attend the meet- 
ing of the National Council of the Wom- 
an’s Party on May 16. 

On May 17, from 6.45 to 7 P. M., East- 
ern Standard Time, she will speak over 
the radio from Washington on the same 
subject, on a hook-up that takes in the 
entire Atlantic seaboard. 


On Sunday, May 18, she will be the 
honor guest and the speaker at a tea to 
be given in the garden of Alva Belmont 
House, in Washington, national head- 
quarters of the Woman’s Party. Mrs. 
Harvey W. Wiley, chairman of the Na- 
tional Council, and Mrs, Paul M. Line- 
barger, chairman of the social activities 
committee of the District of Columbia 
Branch, will be in charge of the tea, which 
will begin at 4 P. M. 

Miss Stevens has to tell a story of vic- 
tory and defeat, and of plans for future 
victories, for while the conference adopted 
a code unequal as between men and wom- 
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en, the United States delegation voted 
against it and several other nations which 
voted for it have since determined to re- 
fuse to sign it. 

The campaign for the future is neces- 
sarily to prevent the establishment of this 
unequal code in international law, and 
the preparation for future international 
conferences at which the same question 
will be discussed. 

In this work, the Inter-American Com- 


mission of Women must necessarily take 
a leading part, since several South Ameri- 
can countries represented on the commis- 
sion have equal nationality laws which 
would be seriously affected by the adop- 
tion of an unequal code. Flora de Oliveira 
Lima, Commissioner of Brazil, received 
a cablegram from the Brazilian Minister 
of Foreign Affairs, head of the Brazilian 
delegation at the conference, stating that 
Brazil would endeavor to rectify the in- 
justice done to Brazilian women. 
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Similar word has been received from 
Ecuador, Chile, and Cuba. Cuba is repre- 
sented on the commission by Elan Me- 
deros de Gonzalez. Chile and Cuba have 
equalized their nationality laws, as have 
other South American countries, notably 
Argentina, Paraguay, and Uruguay. The 
Commissioner of Nicaragua, Juanita M. 
de Fromen, cabled Alice Paul that Nicara- 
gua would take no part in the proposed 
world code because of its discriminations 
against women. 


Chilean Representative Pleads for Equality 


PRESIDENT OF THE COMMISSION ON NATION- 
ALITY, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: 


SPEAK here this evening as the rep- 

resentative of one of the countries 

participating in the work of the Inter- 
American Commission of Women and in 
the name of the women of Chile. It is 
a strong spirit of solidarity which leads 
me to address you this evening, for the 
men of my country, a hundred years ago, 
without its even being demanded of them, 
recognized the most perfect equality in all 
that concerns nationality, and I know 
that it is simply an act of justice to 
recognize for all the women of the world 
the right which we enjoy. 

Also I can tell you what has been our 
experience under the regime of absolute 
equality, and show. vou that the fears 
which haunt the minds of the majority of 
men are without foundation. 

Chile is a Catholic country by tradition 
as almost all of her inhabitants profess 
this belief; equality in the matter of na- 
tionality has not affected the religious 
conscience of Chilean society. 

The family continues to be the funda- 
mental unit of our social and political 
organization — thanks to its complete 


Feminists of the United States 

and Latin America what “Six- 
teen to One” meant to the Bryanites sev- 
eral decades ago. 

The phrase was coined here April 10, a 
date which has now become an historic 
milestone in the progress of American 
women toward Equal Rights with their 
male compatriots. It is a brief way of 
telling the world how the Feminists of the 
United States brought victory out of de- 
feat when this country stood out alone 
against forty other nations at The Hague 
in refusing to launch a world code con- 
taining discriminations against women on 
the question of nationality rights. 

There is no question but that it was 
the efforts of the Feminists, fighting un- 
der the banner of the Inter-American 
Commission of Women (which represents 

the women of 21 republics), that made the 


¢ F TO ONE“ means to the 


Speech of Marta Vergara of Chile before 
the World Conference on Codification of 
International Law at The Hague, April I, 
1930. This speech was delivered in 
French, but has been translated for Equal 
Rights by one of our contributors. 


unity, because it is not based upon an 
obligation deriving from the laws, but 
upon the free consent of the two spouses. 
We know indeed, we Chilean women, that 
even the most absolute rights of the indi- 
vidual are limited by those of society, 
whether it be represented by the family, 
the State or humanity. Above every senti-. 
ment of a practical order extends still 
another which neither the laws nor the 
customs can annul: namely, love. The law 


is there for those who being bruised by 


the realities of existence desire to recap- 
ture the free exercise of their personali- 
ties; the others, those fortunate beings 
upon whom happiness smiles, know how to 
renounce their useful rights to that which 
is the object of all their dreams and 
aspirations. 


Women, whatever may be their nation- 
ality, have fundamentally the same senti- 


“Forty to One 


By Grace Phelps 
(Reprinted by permission of the New 
York Heruld- Tribune.) 


United States take this decisive stand for 
equal nationality rights between men and 
women. In fact, the United States dele- 
gates had already voted in committee for 
several nationality clauses discriminating 
against women. But ninety minutes be- 
fore the vote was taken at The Hague by 
the Conference on the Codification of In- 
ternational Law, the State Department 
cabled instructions to David Hunt Miller, 
chief of the United States delegation, to 
vote against the entire nationality conven- 
tion because of its discrimination against 
women, and to refuse to sign the treaty. 
Back of that last minute cable lies a 
dramatic story. The Conference for the 
Codification of International Law had 
been called to draw up a world code, the 


ments and know how to envisage their 
duties as mothers and as citizens of the 
great community of civilized peoples. 
They demand a recognition of their rights 
in order that they may dispose of their 
lives according to their own wishes. You 
may be sure that their devotion will not 
be diminished by the enjoyment of this 
right. We, the women of Chile, know by 
experience that the men of our country 
are proud to share it with them. 


The principle announced by the Chilean 
delegate, Professor Alejandro Alvarez, 
that nationality is a matter wholly inde- 
pendent of the civil status of the individ- 
ual, and the resolution of the Inter-Ameri- 
can Commission of Women, introduced by 
the first delegate of my country, M. Miguel 
Cruchaga, have for their object to give 


world the rights of which we are already 
in possession. 

I have come to bear witness to the suc- 
cess of a regime of equality and to add a 
disinterested voice to those of the women 
who demand of you a right, not as a con- 
cession, but as a recognition of that of 
which they have been deprived without 
their consent. 


first attempt ever to be made. The dele- 
gates, representing forty-seven nations, 
had three subjects to consider: territorial 
waters, responsibility to foreigners, and 
nationality. Unfortunately the Naval 
Conference was on in London and little 
or no attention was paid to what was 
going on at The Hague. 

The conference convened March 13. It 
had been in session about two weeks when 
Miss Doris Stevens, chairman of the Inter- 
American Commission of Women, arrived 
at The Hague to see that women were not 
deprived of their national birthright in 
this first attempt to draft a code of inter- 
national law. 

To her horror Miss Stevens discovered 
that the delegates had the old-fashioned 
idea that a woman who married a for- 
eigner had no real right to her own coun- 
try. Worse than that, they were about to 
embody this principle in international 


— 
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law, together with other discriminations 
against women on the matter of their na- 
tionality rights. A League of Nations 
committee had drafted a code covering 
the three points under consideration, but 
the nationality sections had been drawn 
up by delegates from three countries, 
which are, to say the least, medieval in 
their ideas about women. Moreover, the 
conference as a whole, Miss Stevens 
found, was inclined to agree with them. 

Miss Stevens immediately cabled to 
Miss Alice Paul, chairman of the nation- 
ality committee of the Commission, to in- 
form the women of the United States and 
of Latin America that they were about to 
be deprived by international law of the 
nationality rights which they had already 
secured in their several countries, notably 
Argentina, Chile, Paraguay and Uruguay, 
and to a certain extent in the United 
States. 

Sra. Manuel de Oliveira Lima, Bra- 
zilian member of the Inter-American 
Commission of Women, was in Wash- 
ington. Sra. de Lima immediately got in 
touch with her countrywomen to rouse 
their delegates to oppose this action at 
The Hague. Other Latin American com- 
missioners were reached by cable, while 
Miss Paul launched a vigorous campaign 
in Washington to let the women of this 
country know their rights were in danger. 

One delegation after another waited on 
President Hoover and Acting Secretary 
of State Cotton to inform them of the con- 
dition of affairs at The Hague. A delega- 
tion of women lawyers, headed by Mrs. 
Olive Stott Gabriel, saw President Hoover 
the second of April and told him they 
wanted “equality or nothing.” Mrs. 
James Garfield Riley, dean of the Wash- 
ington School of Law, told the President 
that the women wanted the United States 
delegation to support the Equal Rights 
Treaty drawn up by the Inter American 
Commission of Women at their conference 
in Havana in February. 

This treaty had already been introduced 
at The Hague Conference by the Chilean 
delegate, Senor Miguel Cruchaga, a for- 
mer ambassador to the United States. 
The treaty states: The contracting 
parties agree that from the going into 
effect of this treaty there shall be no dis- 
tinction based on sex in their law and 
practice relating to nationnality.” 

Not only was this signed by the women 
delegates from the twenty-one republics 
of the Western Hemisphere, represented 
on the commission, but it was endorsed 
in principle by practically every organized 
group of women in the world. Conse- 
quently, when the news of Miss Stevens’ 
cable was made public, women from every 
corner of the civilized world were ready 
to rise and protest. 

Mr. Hoover referred the women lawyers 
to Mr. Cotton and again they presented 
their case. The next day, Thursday, 


April 3, Mrs. Ruth Shipley, the only 
woman on the United States delegation, 
acting under instructions from the State 
Department, proposed a resolution simi- 
lar to the Equal Rights Treaty. This 
read: 

“The conference recommends to the 
study of the governments the principle 
that in their law and practice relating to 
nationality there shall be no distinction 
based on sex, with particular considera- 
tion of the interests of children involved 
in the application of that principle.“ 

This, of course, was a good suggestion, 
but not good enough to suit the women. 

The same day Mrs. Harvey W. Wiley, 
chairman of the National Woman's Party, 
telephoned across the Atlantic to ask Miss 
Stevens just what was happening. She 
learned that articles discriminating 
against women had already been adopted 
by the nationality committee and would 
in all probability be approved by the con 
ference. Mrs. Wiley, with Elsie Hill, has- 
tened to tell the President this news, to- 
gether with the information that the 
United States delegation, headed by 
David Hunt Miller, had voted in commit- 
tee in favor of two of these discriminatory 
clauses. 

More cables arrived from Miss Stevens, 
showing that the conference was about to 
adopt the objectionable articles. 

A group of New York women, headed by 
Jane Norman Smith of the National 
Woman's Party; Mrs. Nina Broderick 
Price, president of the Zonta Clubs, and 
Mrs. Elizabeth Selden Rogers, member of 
the nationality committee of the Inter- 
American Commission of Women, waited 
on Mr. Cotton Tuesday, April 8. This 
time they minced no words—‘Withdraw 
the United States delegation! Walk out 
on the conference unless it agrees to post- 
pone action on the nationality convention 
until the governments have had an oppor- 
tunity to study the Equal Rights prin- 
ciple.” 

Mr. Cotton told them he could not do 
such an impolite thing. The United States 
had suggested that the other delegates 
ask their governments to study the matter 
further, but in his opinion that was all 
we could do. Mrs. Smith told Mr. Cotton 
that Sefior Cruchaga himself had cabled 
the Inter-American Commission of Wom- 
en that the nationality sections discrimi- 
nating against women would be passed. 


Nevertheless, he declared he did not be- 


lieve the conference would draw up any 
sort of nationality convention because 
there was so much disagreement. 

The next day six well-known Repub- 
lican women, headed by Mrs. Rogers and 
Mrs. Smith, went to see the President. 
They told him that they had worked for 
his election and they asked him to in- 
struct the United States delegates to with- 
draw from The Hague Conference unless 
the conference agreed to postpone the 
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whole question. Mr. Hoover promised to 
look into the matter. The President, 
according to Mrs. Rogers, expressed him- 
self in full sympathy with the position of 
the women and promised to consider their 
suggestion as to tactics, although he did 
not definitely promise to withdraw the 
United States delegation. 

In the meantime the battle had been 
raging up on the Hill. Members of the 
National Woman’s Party, the visiting 
women lawyers, Republican and Demo- 
cratic women, and non-partisan groups 
visited their Senators and lined them up 
against ratification of the world code by 
the Senate, if it were launched containing 
any discriminations against women on 
their nationality rights. 

Headed by Senator Borah, chairman of 
the foreign relations committee, and Sena- 
tors Fess of Ohio, Capper of Kansas, the 
Republican Senators enlisted in the cause. 
Senator Caraway of Arkansas headed the 
list of Democrats, until twenty-five Sena- 
tors had enrolled and promised to fight 
ratification of the world code. 

The conference at The Hague had al- 
ready agreed to disagree, on the other two 
subjects under consideration. They voted 
to postpone these questions until a later 
conference. But as there can be no world 
court without a world code, the conference 
was determined to launch one, even at the 
expense of the women. , 

In the meantime, Miss Stevens and her 
associates had been thrown out of the 
Peace Palace by the police, acting under 
orders from Theodorus Heemskirk, presid- 
ing officer of the conference. Mr. Heems- 
kirk declared the women had had their say 
at the hearing a few nights previous and 
since they were opposed to what the con- 
ference wanted to put through, he did not 
want them around interviewing delegates! 

The fimal vote was to be taken in plen- 
ary sessid Thursday evening at 8 o’clock, 
or 2 o’clock by our time. A last, despair- 
ing, cry for help was received from Miss 
Stevens, and a delegation of women law- 
yers headed by Mrs. Riley, Miss Helen 
Jamison, an Miss Laura Berrien, went 
Secretary of State Cotton 
: He was still adamant in 
refusing to Withdraw the United States 
delegates, so they made a last-minute 
appeal to the President. 

While they waited to see him, Repre- 
sentative Cable, author of the act which 
restored to American women married to 
foreigners certain of their nationality 
rights, called on the President. He was 
accompanied by Dr. James Brown Scott, 
an authority on international law and 
president of the American Institute of 
International Law. President Hoover re- 
quested them to see Mr. Cotton. 

Ninety minutes before the final vote 
was taken at The Hague, Miss Maud 
Younger, congressional chairman of the 
National Woman’s Party, and Miss Laura 
Berrien, member of the nationality com- 
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mittee, of the Inter-American Commis. 
sion, saw the President. At the same time 
Representative Cable and Dr. Scott were 
conferring with Mr. Cotton. 

Just what passed in the interviews is 
not definitely known. But half an hour 
later, Mr. Miller stood up at The Hague 
and cast the vote of the American dele- 
gation against the entire nationality con- 
rention. At the same time he stated that 
the United States would not sign the 
treaty. 

Several of the Latin-American coun- 
tries, urged on by their women, had cabled 
instructions to ask the conference to post- 
pone the question. Unfortunately, these 
instructions were not received in time for 
action at The Hague, But the Latin- 
American women are quite as determined 
as their sisters in the States not to have 
old-world standards for women put over 
on them. Sefiora de Lima received a cable 
after the code was signed, from the Bra- 
zilian minister of foreign affairs. In it he 
said that Brazil would endeavor to rectify 
the injustice done to Brazilian women. 


UPPORTERS of 

the Marriage 
Bar, which exists 
today by law in the 
civil service and by 
custom in dozens of other occupations, 
nearly always declare that they oppose 
the employment of married women out of 
their enthusiasm for the sanctity of the 
home. They believe that the dismissal of 
women from their posts on marriage will 
enable them to turn their whole attention 
to their house, husband and future chil- 
dren. They believe that the loss of an 
independent income will make a wife more 
docile and accommodating. They will do 
well to turn to the evidence given last 
week by Miss Dorothy Evans, general sec- 
retary of the Association of Women 
Clerks and Secretaries before the Royal 
Commissioners of the Civil Service. Miss 
Evans who, for economic reasons which 
we think miscalculated, supports the Mar- 
riage Bar under certain conditions, at 
least has no illusions about its effect on 
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Time and Tide, 
London, England. 


Scores Education for Women 
JUDGMENT illustrative of the Mos- 
lem view of women’s status has just 

been delivered in Bagdad in a religious 

court. A woman asked the judge to order 
her husband to make financial provision 
for his daughter’s education, but the court 
declined, affirming that Mohammedan law 

did not require a Moslem to educate his 

daughters. The judge expressed a per- 

sonal opinion that women should not re- 
ceive education. 


Sefiora Fromén cabled Miss Paul that 
Nicaragua will not have any part in the 
proposed world code, because it contains 
discriminations against women. Similar 
word was received from Ecuador, Chile, 
and Cuba. 

Encouraged by the stand taken by the 
United States at The Hague and espe- 
cially by the enthusiastic declaration of 
Republican and Democratic Senators 
alike that the United States would never 
ratify a world code containing any sex 
discriminations, the feminists are now 
launching a campaign in Congress for 
full nationality rights for American wom- 
en both here and abroad. 

The Inter-American Commission of 
Women came into being two years ago 
at the Sixth Pan-American Conference 
held at Havana. Sixteen of the twenty- 
cne republics, forming the Inter-American 
Commission of Women, appointed a 
woman as commissioner to represent her 
countrywomen. Miss Doris Stevens was 
appointed by Secretary of State Kellogg 
to represent the United States. Miss 
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domestic morality. Questioned by Lord 
Tomlin, she said that some women un- 
doubtedly concealed the fact of their mar- 
riage from the service to avoid dismissal. 
About twenty such cases had been brought 
to her notice during the last two years, 
and there might be many more. In fact, 
said Lord Tomlin, “for all we know they 
are all married.” For all we know, they 
are. How helpful such secrecy must be 
to the happiness of the home. 


Sex Equality HE, opportunity 
Omar longed for 
Ma —and most of us 
with him—of re- 

May 7, 1930. 


making this sorry 
scheme of things 
somewhat nearer to the heart’s desire, has 
come, in a sense, with the task just begun 
at The Hague of writing a code of law 
for the world. 


This is the first time in history world 
governments have met together for such a 


Feminist Notes 


Socialists Nominate Woman 
LISABETH GILMAN, of Baltimore, 
daughter of the late Dr. Daniel C. 
Gilman, first president of Johns Hopkins 
University, was unanimously chosen as a 
candidate for Governor by Maryland 
Socialists in convention at Hagerstown, 
Md., on May 11. 
Miss Gilman long has been identified 
with the party and was actively engaged 
in social relief work during the miners’ 
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Stevens was later appointed chairman 
by a vote of the Governing Board of the 
Pan-American Union. 

These commissioners are: 

Argentina—Sra. Ernestina A. Lopez 
de Nelson. 

Brazil—Sra. Flora de Oliveira Lima; 

Chile—Srta. Aida Parada; 

Colombia—Sra. Maria Elena de Hine- 
strosa ; 

Costa Rica—Sra. Lidia Fernandez; 

Cuba—Sra. Elan Mederos de Gonzalez ; 

Guatemala—Sra. Irene de Peyré; 

Haiti—Mme. Teligny Mathon; 

Mexico—Sra. Margarita Robles de Men- 
doza ; 

Nicaragua—Sra. Juanita M. de Fromén; 

Panama—Srta. Clara Gonzalez; 

Peru—Sra. Teresa Obregoso de Prevost ; 

Salvador—Sra. Maria Alvarez de Guil- 
lén Rivas; 

Dominican Republic—Sra. Gloria Ji- 
menz ; 

Venezuela—Sra. Lucila Luciani de 
Perez Diaz; 

United States—Miss Doris Stevens. 


purpose. There is no limit to the things 
they might accomplish. 

So it is disappointing to have the first 
session adopt a convention on nationality 
that fixes one code for men and another 
less desirable code for women. 

If there is one thing that distinguishes 
this era from the past it is the rapid re- 
jection of artificial restraints and disabili- 
ties imposed on women. To embody point- 
less discriminations against this group of 
citizens in international law, where they 
must surely remain for many years, is a 
singularly stupid thing to do. 

The United States delegation at The 
Hague conference voted against the na- 
tionality convention, and this week the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee will 
consider a resolution endorsing its stand 
and expressing the unwillingness of Con- 
gress to approve Article I of the code of 
international law unless it is rewritten “‘in 
conformity with the principle of equality.” 

Building for the future, we must reject 
worn-out bricks from the past. 


strike in West Virginia and at the time of 
the Western Maryland Railway strike 
some years ago. 

She is a member of the State Central 
Committee of the Socialist Party, director 
of the Open Forum, of Baltimore; chair- 
man of the finance committee of the Wom- 
en’s City Club, Baltimore; member of the 
board of governors of the College Club of 
Baltimore, and also chairman of the com- 
mittee on international relations of the 
College Club. 


May 17. 1930 
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Discrimination Looms Large 
HREE hundred and sixty-four thou- 
sand women workers are vitally con- 
cerned in the Mastick “half-holiday” bill 
which Governor Roosevelt signed in the 
dying legislative hours of April 30. 

There are, according to last year’s cen- 
sus, 1,135,000 women workers in the State 
of New York, and the Mastick bill—which 
excludes clerical and office workers, res- 
taurants (which are governed by a spe- 
cial law), custom dressmakers, tailors 
and milliners and all professional work- 
ers—applies to 364,000 of this number. 

The bill, which is twofold, affects about 
100,000 women who work in New York 
City, from the lowest paid little girl who 
packs candy in a factory to the highest 
paid woman executive of a large depart- 
ment store. 

It provides for a six-day, forty-eight- 
hour working week for women, with a 
half-holiday each week. It also permits, 
however, that she may be employed a 
maximum of seventy-eight hours’ over- 
time in a year, provided—and this is the 


difficulty—she works no more than five 
and a half days in any given week. 

Factory owners, of course, can shut 
down half a day a week without revolu- 
tionizing their routine. Laundries can 
doubtless do the same. But department 
stores, obviously, will find the provisions 
of this half-holiday difficult. As will 
“candy stores,” which in New York mean 
such establishments as Schrafft’s, Loft's, 
Happiness, etc. 

The bill was passed “to take effect im- 
mediately.” Its enforcement, however, 
awaits interpretation and direction from 
the State Department of Labor. The 
problem of transition is elaborate and will 
take considerable study. 

The new bill was written by Professor 
Chamberlin, of Columbia University, and 
its wording is believed to be clear and 
invulnerable. 


May Have Woman Governor 
LADYS PYLE, Secretary of State 
for South Dakota and hopeful of 
being its next Governor, expects to bring 
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about numerous reforms if she becomes 
the State’s chief executive. 

Miss Pyle led four men in the primary 
nomination on the Republican ballot re- 
cently, but due to a law which requires 
that a candidate must obtain 35 per cent. 
cf the votes cast, a State convention will 
determine the winner. This convention 
will be held in Pierre on May 20. 


Sports Day at Bagdad 
NDICATIONS of a new outlook on the 
education of Moslem girls was afforded 
by the first sports day recently at the Cen- 
tral Girls’ School, Bagdad, where 600 
girls, mostly: Mohammedans, are being 
educated on modernist lines. Cups were 
awarded for the high jump, relay races, 
tugs of war and hornpipes and other 
dances. 


Finnish Diplomat 
LIZABETH LISITZEN, who has just 
been appointed attachée to the Fin- 
nish Minister of Foreign Affairs, is the 
first Finnish woman diplomat. 


News from the Field 


Mrs. Smith Flies Home 
ARRIET O. SMITH of Milwaukee 
flew home on May 9, leaving at 12.30 
o’clock from the Capital, where she has 
been aiding the National Woman’s Party 
and the Inter-American Commission of 
Women in their fight for equal nationality 
rights. 

A delegation of women, including Mrs. 
Harvey W. Wiley, national chairman of 
the National Woman’s Party; Mrs. Paul 
M. Linebarger, and Mrs. Max Rotter of 
Wisconsin, who is leading the crusade in 
Congress for equal nationality rights for 
women as well as for men, was at Hoover 
Field at 12 o’clock to see Mrs. Smith off 
on her aerial journey. 


Protest Meeting Called 
MEETING to protest against the 
Mastick law recently passed by the 

New York Legislature which further 
handicaps women in earning a livelihood 
has been called by the New York State 
Branch of the National Woman’s Party. 
The meeting will be held in the Town 
Hall, New York City, Sunday, May 18, at 
3 P. M. Among the speakers invited are 
Gail Laughlin, Frances Reberts, Jean- 
nette Cortez, and Mary Murray. Edith 
Houghton Hooker will preside. 
Reception Held at Headquarters 
ELEGATES to the first world con- 
gress of mental hygiene, in session 
in Washington, D. C., last week, were 
entertained at a reception and tea by the 
officers of the National Woman’s Party 
in the garden of the new headquarters on 
Capitol Hill on May 6. Mrs. Harvey W. 


Wiley, national chairman, received, as- 
sisted by Mrs. William White, wife of 
Dr. White of St. Elizabeth’s; Dr. Edith 
Seville Cole, and Dr. Mary O’Malley. 


Two Million Dollar Fund 
Treasurer's Report 


EMMA WOLD, Treasurer 
NETTIE TRAIL, C. P. A., Auditor 


ECEIPTS collected by National Head- 
quarters, December 7, 1912, to April 
15, 1930, $1,652,971.94. 
Contributions, membership and other 
receipts, April 15 to 30, 1930: 


Maryland Branch Headquarters share dues 
n retains dues in excess of 28e 
eac 


$0.25 
Dr. Bertha Bigelow (two years) 50 
Mrs. M. A. Burlingame (two years) 50 
Mrs. Ethel Adams Crosby 25 
25 
Mrs. Charles Dankmeyer (two years) 50 
Mrs. Florence Day................ * 25 
Miss Emilie A. Doetsch.... 8 * 25 
Ailen C. Erwin (two years) ; F 50 
Mrs. Jennie Feddeman...... 25 
Mrs. William Fisher 25 
Mrs. W. W. Ford 25 
Mrs. Clara Frainie 

sh 


Mrs. Elizabeth 8. —— 25 
Blanche Greens ‘a 25 
S. Margaret Gruber... 25 
Mrs. Louis K. Gutman 25 
Mrs. T. Alvin Hammond : = 

25 

25 


Mrs. Charles Heintzman........ * 
Mrs. Edith Houghton Hooker 


Charlotte A. Jones... 25 
Mrs. Walter Kaye 25 
Miss Florence izabeth Kennard .25 
Louisa 8. — 25 
Elizabeth Kru .25 
Mrs. Eva Larr 25 
Mrs. M. L. Larrimer ‘ ei 25 
Mrs. John Lewis. 25 
Vera Fowler Lewis... 25 
Rose Irene Loe fler. . . 25 
25 
Mrs. Ed. McGee... 25 
Mrs. Agnes Millar 25 
̃ 25 
rs. Wilhelmina Nichols 25 
Mrs. Howard North....................... 25 
Mrs. Dora G. ome 25 
Mrs. Mary Peach....... F 25 
Mrs. Robert Retser 25 
Mrs. Mollye A. Rolman é .25 
25 
Mrs. e Sachs. 25 


25 
Mrs. Helen Sherry (two years) 50 
25 
Mrs. Anna Tanner 25 


Mrs. J. Preston 


25 
Miss Gwendolyn B. Willis. 25 
25 
28.00 
Massachusetts Branch, Headquarters share 
dues (Branch retains dues in excess of 
25c. each): 
Mrs. Rosa M. Zee 25 
Mrs. Frances H. Petersen 25 
25 
28 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
Miss 25 
25 
Mrs. Alice L. West 25 
Mrs. Mary Elisabeth — 1.00 
Miss Helen Greenblatt, N. 1. 1.00 
Mrs. Josephine . 25.00 
New York City Committee, Headquarters share 
of dues for Industrial Council members 
retains dues in excess of 25c 
eac 
25 
25 
̃ ͤ ¶ 25 
25 
25 
25 
Mies Rose Byrne...................... 25 
25 
25 
ͥũů 1.00 
᷑ 1.00 
to EquaL RIGHTS 
2.00 
Dividends on Endowment stock : 
American Tele mene & Telegraph 11.25 
12.80 
Rooms at — 
Miss Helen Greenblatt 00 
3.00 
6.00 


Total receipts, April 15 to 30, 1930. $146.06 


Total receipts, December 7, 1912, 
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